Case 1:22-cv-00853-JPO Document 2-1 Filed 01/31/22 Page 1 of 19 


Court File No. CV-14-515899 
ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 


Application under section 140 of the Courts of Justice Act, 
R.S.O. 1990, c. C.43, as amended 


THE HONOURABLE ) WEDNESDAY, THE 3*” 
OF > ) 
MROJUSTICE D. L. CORBETT ) DAY OF JANUARY, 2018 
iy BA 
*\ 
BET W EEN: 


ee af 

“=. /PEOPLES TRUST COMPANY, DAVID BROOKER, TARAS KULISH, 
Yeryes~ MOSES MUYAL, MICHAEL HAROLD KIMBERLY, IRENE MARY 
KIMBERLY, STANCER GOSSIN ROSE, RAYMOND STANCER, MITCHELL 
HART ROSE, ROSE AND ROSE, BLAIR COLEMAN ROSE, SCOTT KELLY, 
RAHUL SHASTRI, IRA T. KAGAN, DAVID WINER, DAVID SLOAN, 
BAKER SCHNEIDER RUGGIERO, PATRICE COTE, RON HATCHER, 
STEINBERG MORTON FRYMER LLP, MICHAEL JOHN MITCHELL, 
NICHOLAS CARLOS CANIZARES, DAVID HART, BRESVER 
SCHEININGER & CHAPMAN LLP, RUI RUIVO, FRANK PA, ATLANTIC 
(HS) FINANCIAL CORPORATION, TOM PIRES, MEGACORP, KRISHAN 
CHAHAL and NUTAN CHAHAL 

Applicants 


and 


NADIRE ATAS and 626381 ONTARIO LIMITED 
Respondents 


JUDGMENT 


THIS APPLICATION was heard September 11, 2015, at Toronto and this Honourable 
Court having declared the Respondents, Nadire Atas (“Atas”) and 626381 Ontario Limited, to 
be vexatious litigants within the meaning of section 140 of the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 


1990, c. C.43, as amended, by an endorsement dated February 7, 2017, with reasons to follow, 
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and the Reasons for Judgment having been released on January 3, 2018, and amended Reasons 
for Judgment having been released on February 23, 2018 (“Reasons for Judgment”), and in the 
presence of lawyers for the Applicants and in the presence of lawyers for the Respondents for 


certain appearances, and the Respondents in person for other appearances, 


FURTHER, THIS MOTION made by the Respondents was heard on February 7, 2017, 
for an order recusing the Honourable Justice D. L. Corbett from hearing or dealing with all 
proceedings that involve the Respondents, with the reasons for that decision being released on 


January 3, 2018, as part of the aforesaid Reasons for Judgment, 


ON READING the Notice of Application issued November 10, 2014, the evidence filed 
by the parties, and on hearing the submissions of the lawyers for the Applicants and the 


Respondents for certain issues and the Respondents as self-represented litigants on certain issues, 


AND UPON READING the motion materials filed by the parties for the recusal motion 
heard February 7, 2017, and on hearing the submissions of counsel for and on behalf of the 


Applicants and upon hearing the submissions of the Respondents, self-represented, 


Vexatious Litigant 

1. THIS COURT DECLARES that the Respondents have persistently and without 
reasonable grounds instituted vexatious proceedings and conducted proceedings in a vexatious 
manner in the Courts of Ontario within the meaning of sections 140(1)(a) and (b) of the Courts 


of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. C.43, as amended.' 


ps THIS COURT ORDERS that the Respondents are hereby prohibited, either directly or 


indirectly, from instituting any further action, application, proceeding, motion, assessment or 


' Page 132, para. 357(1) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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appeal of any kind, save for an appeal from an Order granted in response to this application, on 
their own behalf or on the behalf of anyone else in any Court in Ontario until such time as they 
have obtained leave pursuant to section 140(3) of the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. C.43, 


as amended, and as provided for in this Judgment.” 


a; THIS COURT ORDERS that the Respondents are hereby prohibited, either directly or 
indirectly, from continuing any action, application, proceeding, motion, assessment or appeal of 
any kind previously instituted in any Court in Ontario, on their own behalf or on the behalf of 
anyone else in any Court in Ontario until such time as they have obtained leave pursuant to 
section 140(3) of the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. C.43, as amended, and as provided 


for in this Judgment.’ 


4, THIS COURT ORDERS that in the event that the Court makes an exemption to any 
Order requested herein permitting the Respondents to continue any action, application, 
proceeding, motion, assessment or appeal of any kind, any such action, application, proceeding, 
motion, assessment or appeal shall be subject to case management by the case management 


judge." 


5. THIS COURT ORDERS that a copy of this Judgment and the Reasons for Decision be 


forthwith delivered to the Ontario Court of Appeal and to the Divisional Court.° 


6. THIS COURT ORDERS that the Respondents are prohibited from commencing any 
Application under section 140(3) of the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. C.43, as amended, 


for leave to proceed with a proceeding or step in a proceeding in any Court in Ontario until such 


* Page 132, para. 357(1) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
> Page 132, para. 357(1) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
“ Page 132, para. 357(1) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
> Page 132, para. 357(1) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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time as they have obtained an order from the case management judge giving them permission to 
bring an application under section 140(3) of the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. C.43, as 
amended, for leave to proceed with a proceeding or step in a proceeding which order shall be 
obtained through a motion in writing and on a without notice basis. The steps for such a motion 


by the Respondents shall proceed as follows: 


(a) The motion shall be accompanied by (a) an affidavit, not exceeding ten pages in 
length (double-spaced), that outlines the merits of the proposed proceeding or 
step; (b) explains the extent (if any) to which the Respondents have satisfied the 
outstanding costs awards against them; and (c) a copy of the Reasons for 


Judgment and this Judgment. 


(b) If the court is of the view that the proposed application for leave to proceed has a 
sufficient degree of merit, the court will direct that a full application for leave to 
proceed be prepared which shall then be served on the responding parties and a 


date for the hearing of that application shall be set thereafter.° 


ps THIS COURT ORDERS that a copy of this Judgment, including the Reasons for 
Judgment, be sent to every Region of the Ontario Superior Court of Justice with a direction that 
no application by the Respondents under section 140(3) of the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 
1990, c. C.43, as amended, for leave to proceed with a proceeding or step in a proceeding is to be 


filed or listed for hearing unless it is accompanied by an order as set out in the above paragraph.’ 


8. THIS COURT ORDERS that neither of the Respondents shall commence or continue 


(a) Court proceedings in the Federal Court of Canada or in any court outside Ontario; or (b) 


. Page 132, para. 357(2) and (3) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
’ Page 132, para. 357(3) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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administrative proceedings of any kind (including, without limitation, complaints to any 
professional or regulatory body or claims to a human rights commission or tribunal) unless the 
Respondents simultaneously provide a copy of the Reasons for Judgment and this Judgment to 


the court, body, commission or tribunal to which the claim or complaint is made.® 


9. THIS COURT ORDERS that the Respondents shall not seek to commence any criminal 
proceedings or make complaint to any peace officer without simultaneously (or, in exigent 
circumstances, as soon as is reasonably practicable) providing the judicial officer (whether a 
justice of the peace or other judicial officer) or the peace officer (as the case may be) with a copy 


of the Reasons for Judgment and this Judgment.” 


10. THIS COURT ORDERS that the Respondents are hereby granted leave to pursue an 
appeal of this Judgment to the Court of Appeal without the need to apply for leave under section 


140(3) of the Courts of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. C.43, as amended." 


Stay of Proceedings 
11. THIS COURT ORDERS that this Judgment is and shall not be stayed pending any 
appeal that may be brought, without prejudice to any stay that may be granted by an 


appellate court of competent jurisdiction." 


12, THIS COURT ORDERS that all court proceedings in which the Respondents are 


involved are hereby stayed pending further court order with the exception of the following: 


(a) the contempt proceedings in defamation action no. CV-16-544153;7 


* Page 133, para. 357(4) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
° Page 133, para. 357(5) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
' Page 133, para. 357(6) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
'' Page 133, para. 357(7) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
Page 122-123, para. 340-341 of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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(b) any appeal which the Respondents may bring from this Judgment to the Court of 


Appeal;'? and 


(c) any steps directed to be taken in this Judgment." 


Ancillary Orders 
13. THIS COURT DECLARES that, except where this Court has expressly ordered 
otherwise in this Judgment, the Judgment does not decide any question between the parties 


in any of the underlying proceedings.'° 


14. THIS COURT ORDERS the corporate Respondent shall not be required to be 
represented by counsel in any of these proceedings and any previous orders to the contrary 
are hereby set aside.'® 

15. THIS COURT ORDERS that any court fee waivers granted to the Respondents under 
the Administration of Justice Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. A.6, as amended, or otherwise, be and the 


same are hereby set aside.'” 


16. THIS COURT ORDERS that the Respondents shall henceforth pay any applicable court 
fees for any litigation to which they are a party unless they obtain an order for a fee waiver from 
the case management judge. The Respondents are ordered not to request or accept fee waivers 
unless and until the Respondents have obtained an order for a fee waiver from the case 


management judge.'® 


'’ Page 123, para. 341 of the Reasons for Judgment. 

' Page 123, para. 341 of the Reasons for Judgment. 

'S Page 133, para. 357(8) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
'® Page 128, para. 342(17) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
'’ Page 133, para. 357(9) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
'8 Page 133, para. 357(9) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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17. THIS COURT ORDERS AND DIRECTS that in the event the Respondents 
request copies of any documents in the underlying proceedings from the other parties, the 
Respondents are required to pay for copies of the documents in advance.!” 
18. THIS COURT ORDERS that Atas shall advise the Court by March 30, 2018 under 
oath if there are any transcripts she has ordered during the course of the section 140 
application for which she has not paid including the amount owed and any reason(s) for 
non-payment.”° 
19. THIS COURT ORDERS AND DIRECTS that Atas is directed to identify to the 
Court by March 30, 2018, under oath, any legal proceedings not otherwise listed on 
Schedule 1 to the Reasons for Judgment in which either Respondent is a party and the status 
of those proceedings: 
(a) of any kind, concluded or otherwise, from June 1, 2004 to the present; and 
(b) commenced at any time prior to January 1, 2004 if the proceeding has not 
been finally disposed of or if Atas intends to seek to re-open, vary or set aside 
the final disposition.” 
20. THIS COURT ORDERS AND DIRECTS that in respect of those claims for costs 
by Atas in respect of motions brought by Peoples Trust returnable, January 19, 2012 and March 
19, 2012, Atas shall provide her bills of costs, any pertinent offers, and written submissions no 
longer than ten pages in length, single-spaced, by January 31, 2018. These submissions shall also 


include her argument as to why she believes that she is entitled to costs of these appearances. The 


Applicants shall provide their responding submissions by February 28, 2018.” 


' Page 127, para. 342(15) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
° Page 129, para. 345 of the Reasons for Judgment. 

*! Page 127, para. 342(13) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
*° Page 134, para. 357(13) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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21. THIS COURT ORDERS AND DIRECTS that any Applicant seeking payment of 
outstanding cost orders against Atas, shall provide the following information to the court by 
January 31, 2018, and Atas shall provide her position on these issues to the court by March 
30, 2018: 

(a) the proceeding in which the order was made; 

(b) the party in whose favour the order was made; 

(c) the date of the award; 

(d) the quantum of the award; 

(e) the applicable rate of interest on the award; 

(f) the payment terms on the award; and 

(g) any payment(s) made on account of the award.” 
22. THIS COURT ORDERS that any outstanding issues regarding the balance of costs 
owed as between the Applicant, Peoples Trust Company, and the Respondents will not be 
addressed until after the assessments of mortgage enforcement costs have been completed.”4 
23. THIS COURT ORDERS that this Court shall give further directions regarding the 
possible consolidation of legal proceedings once it is decided whether and which 
proceedings will continue upon completion of the steps referred to herein.” 
24. THIS COURT ORDERS that future case management conferences shall be 


scheduled as follows: 


(a) the next case management conference shall be scheduled by the office of the case 


management judge in February, 2018, to settle the Judgment herein, if required; 


*° Page 128-129, para. 344 of the Reasons for Judgment. 
*4 Page 128, para. 343 of the Reasons for Judgment. 
*> Page 127, para. 342(14) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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other than: 


(a) 
(b) 


(c) 


pee. 


further case management conferences are to be scheduled by parties through the 
case management judge’s office if any party wishes a case conference before the 
next conference scheduled by the court; and 

a case management conference shall be scheduled by the case management 
judge’s office in April, 2018, after the deadlines for receipt of materials from the 
parties in accordance with this Judgment.”° 


COURT ORDERS that the parties are not to communicate with the Court 


where expressly authorized to do so by the Court; 
to request a case management conference or other appointment before the 
Court; or 


with the consent of all affected parties.”’ 


Directions in Underlying Proceedings 


26. THIS COURT ORDERS AND DIRECTS that the following steps shall be taken in 


respect to the following proceedings involving the Respondents: 


(a) 


04-CV-279726 [Gomes and Kelly v. Respondents (Gomes/Kelly Mortgage 
Action)]: Atas shall, by March 30, 2018, provide full particulars of all steps 
the Respondents wish to take in respect to this action. These particulars 
should explain (a) why the issues they raised now would impact the judgment, 
(b) why they should be permitted to raise them now, after the judgment has 


been final since 2005 and has been paid in full, (c) when the issues they wish 


*° Page 130-131, para. 351 of the Reasons for Judgment. 
*7 Page 134-135, para. 358 of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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to raise now first came to their attention, and why they were not raised at the 
time of this action. There shall be no other steps taken in respect to this 
proceeding without further order of this Court. This direction applies to the 
Respondents’ (i) request to assess costs; (ii) request to serve a demand for 
confirmation of authority under R.15.02; (iii) proposed motion to set aside or 
vary pursuant to R.59.06; and (iv) intention to take any other step of any kind 
respecting this proceeding.”® 

(b) 08-CV-364585 [Peoples Trust v. Atas (Wycliffe Mortgage Action)]: The 
Applicant, Peoples Trust Company, shall deliver a statement showing its 
claimed balance owing on the Wycliffe Mortgage by January 31, 2018. The 
Respondent Atas shall deliver her response to this statement by March 30, 
2018. Peoples Trust shall not respond or reply to the Atas response; rather, 
this Court shall provide further directions about settling the outstanding 
balance after exchange of materials. Peoples Trust has already provided 
disclosure respecting its mortgage enforcement costs in its affidavit of 
documents served April 28, 2009, Disclosure Brief for the Assessment served 
July 21, 2010, and further disclosure of the Disclosure Brief in documents 
provided to Atas’ then solicitor, Dr Hamalengwa, on May 15, 2014. Peoples 
Trust should provide further disclosure of back-up documents for claimed 
costs that were not included in this previous disclosure when it provides its 
statement showing the balance owing. Atas should request any further 


disclosure she seeks in her response to Peoples Trust's statement of the 


*8 Page 123, para. 342(1) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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balance owing. There shall be no other steps taken in respect to this 
proceeding without further order of this Court.” 

(c) 08-CV-352871 [Peoples Trust v. Respondents (St George Street Mortgage 
Action)|: Peoples Trust Company shall by January 31, 2018, deliver its Bill 
of Costs for the assessment of its mortgagee’s costs for enforcement of the 
mortgage together with any further disclosure of back-up documents for 
claimed costs not included in the previous disclosure provided to Atas in 
Peoples Trust’s affidavit of documents served November 28, 2008, and the 
Disclosure Brief for the previous assessment served March 22, 2010. Atas 
shall deliver any request for further disclosure by March 30, 2018. There shall 
be no other steps taken in respect of this proceeding without further order of 
this court.°° 

(d) 98-CV-148544 (Aarko v. Respondents), 98-CV-2438666 (Stable Electric v. 
Respondents), 99-C V-176687 (Atas v. Susman), 01-204981 (Royal Bank v. 
Respondents), 02-CV-222834 (Respondents v. Daimin), (02-CV-236212 
(Atas v. Pinkofsky Lockyer), 04-CV-272499 (Respondents v. Balitsky), 
04-CV-272500 (Respondents v. Greer), 07-CV- 339942 (CIBC v. Atas), 
07-CV-346185 (Atas v. Davies McLean Zweig), 08-CV-350523 (Toronto v. 
Respondents), 10-CV- 400425 (Toronto v. Respondents): Atas shall advise 
this Court, under oath, of the status of these proceedings by March 30, 2018, 
including whether the judgment has been satisfied. Where the proceeding has 


been disposed of on a final basis (including all appeals), Atas shall provide a 


*” Page 123-124, para. 342(2) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
*° Page 124, para. 342(3) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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copy of the final order and shall certify in an affidavit that she does not intend 
to take any further step in the proceeding, or, if she does intend to take further 
steps, what those steps are. If Atas does not have a copy of the final order, she 
may attest to it by way of affidavit. If any of these proceedings has not been 
disposed of finally, Atas shall provide a list of the name(s), lawyer(s) and 
addresses for service of all parties to that litigation.* 

(e) 11-CV- 429572 (Atas v. Dale & Lessmann LLP), 11-CV-429573 (Atas v. 
Dale & Lessman LLP), 14-507402 (Atas v. Steinberg), 14-CV-507409 
(Atas v. Bresver Grossman Scheininger & Chapman LLP), 14-CV- 
507414 (Atas v. Sean Gutstadt Lash LLP) and 14-CV-507421 
(Respondents v. Bresver Grossman Scheininger & Chapman LLP): The 
above noted actions are dismissed. If any parties to these proceedings claim 
costs in respect to them, they shall provide bills of costs and written argument 
of no more than five pages to this Court by January 31, 2018. Atas shall 
provide any responding submissions by March 30, 2018. There shall be no 
reply submissions or oral costs submissions in respect to these proceedings 
unless this Court subsequently orders otherwise.*” 

(f) 11-CV-429140 (Atas v. Steinberg): The Court shall give further directions 
about this proceeding at the next case management conference.”? 

(g) 05-CV-302734 (Respondents v. Baker Schneider Ruggiero), 05-CV- 
302736 (Respondents v. Cote), 05-CV-302742 (Respondents v. Kagan 


Shastri), 05-CV-302891 (Cote v. Respondents), 06-313064 (Respondents 


3! Page 124, para. 342(4) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
* Page 124-125, para. 342(5) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
°° Page 125, para. 342(6) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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v. Kagan Shastri), 06-CV-315208 (Respondents v. Brooker), 06-CV- 
315671 (Respondents Steinberg Morton), 06-SC-39478 (Brooker v. Atas), 
07-CV-343745PD1 (Respondents v. Kagan Shastri), 07-SC-50451 (Baker 
Schneider Ruggiero v. Respondents), 08-CV-349206PD3 (Respondents v. 
Brooker), 08-CV-354613 (Respondents v. Steinberg Morton), 09-CV- 
391695 (Respondents v. Kimberley), 10-CV-411421 (Respondents v. 
Mitchell and Canizares), 10-CV-411424 (Respondents v. Bresver), 10-SC- 
99076 (Brooker v. Respondents), 11-CV- 429140 (Respondents v. 
Steinberg), Il-CV-429148 (Atas v. Steinberg), 11-CV- 429176 
(Respondents v. Mitchell), 14-CV-504825 (Respondents v. Stancer Gossin 


Rose): 


(i) The above noted actions appear to be disputes over legal fees or claims 
against lawyers. Any lawyer or law firm that is a party to any of these 
proceedings, and which claims that it is still owed legal fees by dees 
for professional services rendered, shall provide the following 
information to the Court by January 31, 2018, provided that any lawyer 
or law firm that has been paid or which does not wish to pursue further 


any claims for fees need not respond to this direction: 


(A) The amounts claimed (including a breakdown of fees, 
disbursements, other claims, and interest); 

(B) The time during which the professional services were rendered; 

(C) The proceeding numbers in which these claims have been 


asserted; 
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(D) Any Court orders that have been made in respect to these 
claims (other than this judgment and case management orders 


made by this Court or by Stinson J oF 


(ii) | Atas shall provide the following information by March 30, 2018 in 
respect to the information furnished by the solicitors pursuant to this 


direction: 


(A) | Whether she disputes the retainer; 

(B) Whether she disputes the quantum claimed for fees, 
disbursements, other claims, and/or interest; 

(C) Whether she has paid anything on account of these claims; 

(D) Aside from counterclaims, whether there is any basis on which 


she disputes her obligations to pay these claims. 


Giii) In respect to any claims advanced by Atas against any of the lawyers 
and law firms, she shall, by March 30, 2018, provide the Court with 


the following information: 


(A) The amount they claim against each lawyer or law firm, in total; 

(B)  ALl of the reasons they claim those amounts from each lawyer 
or law firm; 

(C) When and in what proceeding she first asserted the claims she 


now wishes to pursue against the lawyers.** 


* Page 125-126, para. 342(7) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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(h) 07-CV-336072 (Peoples Trust v. Respondents), 07-CV-341210 (Hilson v. 
Respondents), 07-CV-342059 (Peoples Trust v. Atas), 08-CV-359261 (Hilson 
v. Respondents): The above noted actions appear to concern mortgages on the 
Wycliffe Property or the St George Street Property and appear to have been 
concluded on a final basis. Atas shall confirm the status of these proceedings, 
under oath, by March 30, 2018.”° 

(i) 08-CV-346821PD3 (Respondents v. Pires): Atas shall advise whether she 
intends to continue with this proceeding by March 30, 2018. No other steps 
shall be taken in this proceeding pending the next case management meeting 
and pending further order of this Court.*° 

(j) 10-CV-400035 (Stancer Gossin v. Atas)(the First Defamation Action): The 
plaintiffs in this Action shall advise the Court by January 31, 2018, if they wish to 
continue with this proceeding to trial, and if they do, their proposed schedule for 
steps to complete the trial. Atas shall provide her position to the Court by March 
30, 2018.°’ 

(k) 10-CV-411415 (Respondents v. Peoples Trust), 11-CV-429151 (Respondents 
v. Chahal), 11-CV-429180 (Atas v. Peoples Trust): The above noted actions 
appear to arise from the enforcement of the Peoples Trust mortgages. Atas shall 
advise whether she intends to continue with these proceedings by March 30, 2018. 
No other steps shall be taken in these proceedings pending further Order of this 


Court.*8 


35 Page 126, para. 342(8) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
°° Page 126, para. 342(9) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
57 Page 126, para. 342(10) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
*8 Page 126, para. 342(11) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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(J) 12-SC-6446 (Atas v. Sutton), 13-SC-21972 (Atas v. Sutton, 14-CV-498399 
(Atas v. Sutton): The above noted action appears to include unpaid commissions 
held by Sutton Group following receipt of a notice of garnishment, and claims 
against Sutton Group for various alleged conduct. Sutton Group shall advise 
by January 31, 2018 of the quantum (if any) of the amount it holds that it 
acknowledges is owed to Atas, and whether it objects to paying this amount 
into Court. Atas shall provide her responding position by March 30, 2018. No 
other steps shall be taken in these proceedings pending further order of this 


Court.*” 


Directions re Draft Judgment 

27. THIS COURT ORDERS that the Applicants shall provide a draft judgment to the 
Court by January 19, 2018. Atas shall provide her approval to the draft judgment or her 
comments about the draft Judgment to the Court by February 2, 2018. The parties shall 
identify any typographical or similar errors in the Judgment that they wish corrected and 
shall identify any issues in this Application which they believe have not been decided in this 
Judgment at the same time that they provide the Court with their draft Orders.” 

28. THIS COURT ORDERS that a copy of the Reasons for Judgment and the formal 
Judgment shall be placed in each file listed in Schedule 1 of the Reasons for Judgment if the 
proceeding has not already been disposed of finally. The Applicants shall prepare a list of the 


files they say fit into this category when they provide their draft Judgment. The Respondents 


° Page 126-127, para. 342(12) of the Reasons for Judgment. 
“° Page 129, para. 346 of the Reasons for Judgment 
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shall provide their comments on this list at the time that they provide their comments on the draft 


J udgment.*! 


Cost Submissions 

29. THIS COURT ORDERS that the Applicants shall provide written costs submissions 
by January 31, 2018. These shall include bills of costs, any pertinent offers to settle, and written 
submissions of no longer than fifteen pages. The Respondents shall provide written responding 
submissions by March 30, 2018. These may include a bill of costs, any pertinent offers to settle, 
and written submissions of no longer than fifteen pages. There are no restrictions on the number 
of authorities that may be included by either side. There shall be no reply or oral costs 


submissions unless this Court directs otherwise.” 


Extensions of Deadlines 

30. THIS COURT ORDERS that if any party wishes to extend a deadline, this may be 
done either by consent order delivered to the attention of the assistant of the Honourable Justice 
D. L. Corbett or by motion in writing to be served on seven days' notice and filed by delivery to 


his assistant's attention.” 


Recusal Motion 

31 THIS COURT ORDERS that the Respondents’ motion to recuse the Honourable Justice 
D. Corbett is hereby dismissed. 

Lem THIS COURT ORDERS that the Respondents pay costs on the recusal motion heard 


February 7, 2017, to the Applicant, Peoples Trust Company, fixed at $2,000.00 plus HST. 


*! Page 134, para. 357(14) of the Reasons for Judgment. 

” Page 134, para. 357(12) of the Reasons for Judgment. 

* Page 135, para. 359 of the Reasons for Judgment. 

“ Page 108-109, paras. 280-284 of the Reasons for Judgment. 
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33. THIS. COURT ORDERS that the Respondents pay costs on the recusal motion heard 
February 7, 2017, to the Applicants as represented by Mason Caplan Dizgun Roti LLP fixed at 
$3,500.00 plus HST. 

34. THIS COURT ORDERS that in this judgment, “Atas” means either or both of the 
respondent Nadire Atas and the respondent 626381 Ontario Limited, as the context may indicate. 
ons THIS COURT ORDERS that the “case management judge” for the purposes of this 
judgment is currently D.L. Corbett J. If Justice Corbett ceases to be the case management judge, 
then the case management judge shall be the person so appointed by the Toronto Regional Senior 
Justice or his/her designate. If the position of case management judge is vacant, then the powers 
of the case management judge under this judgment shall be performed by the Toronto Regional 


Senior Justice or his/her designate. 


THIS JUDGMENT BEARS INTEREST at the rate of three percent (3%) per year 


commencing on January 3, 2018. 
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FEB 2 § 2018 
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